

































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































serious…	 disjunction	 between	 the	 assumptions	 of	 our	 systemic	 theory	 and	
what	 we	 know	 about	 unit-level	 behaviour.	 Some	 of	 us	 seek	 eventually	 to	
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































are	 likely	 to	 become	 more	 like	 a	 business	 than	 a	 war	 in	 the	 sense	 that,	
because	 the	 perpetrators	 are	 profiting	 from	 the	 enterprise,	 they	may	 have	
little	interest	in	ending	it…	Warfare,	if	that	is	what	it	is	called,	then	becomes	a	
continuous	way	of	life,	routine	and	self-perpetuating,	and	these	kinds	of	low-
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diversified	 to	 the	 point	 where	 we	 can	 no	 longer	 speak	 of	 war	 as	 a	 single	
institution	of	the	states	system…	If	war	was	once	an	institution	in	the	sense	
that	 it	had	established	norms,	 rules,	etiquettes,	and	standardized	strategies	
and	 tactics,	 that	 is	 no	 longer	 the	 case	 today.	 The	 uses	 of	 force	 for	 political	




The	 institutional	 character	 of	 war	 has	 changed	 no	 less	 significantly.	 The	
European	 interstate	 wars	 of	 the	 seventeenth	 through	 twentieth	 centuries	
were	 characterized	 by	 the	 Clausewitzian	 distinctions	 between	 combatants	
and	civilians	and	between	clearly	identified	armed	forces	fighting	for	known	
political	 objectives	 achieved	 through	 violent	means	 to	 force	 and	 enemy	 to	
surrender.	The	dividing	line	between	war	and	peace	was	clearly	demarcated.	
Peace	 ended	 with	 declarations	 of	 war,	 and	 war	 ended	 with	 formal	 peace	
conferences.		
	 These	clear	distinctions	have	largely	disappeared.	Most	contemporary	
‘wars’	 are	between	 factions	within	 states	and	 limited	 foreign	 interventions,	
characterized	 by	 the	 deliberate	 targeting	 of	 civilians,	 hazy	 or	 unknown	

































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































We	 can	 articulate	 the	 logic	 of	 our	 initial	 premises	 and	 we	 can	 marshal	
evidence	in	support	of	them,	but	our	conclusions	are	bound	to	be	a	function	
of	 our	 points	 of	 departure.	 Thus,	 even	 if	 we	 agree	 on	 the	 empirics	 of	 the	
human	 condition,	 we	 may	 still	 differ	 enormously	 on	 what	 they	 signify	











































































































































































































































































































































































































































systems	 theories	 strive	 to	 account	 for	 large-scale	 social	 forms	 by	 uncovering	
their	structural	 logic	and	the	processes	that	(re)generate	them.	 In	 this	 sense,	
	 82	
systems-level	theorizing	helps	us	to	understand	phenomena	in	world	politics	











































































































































































































































































































upon	which	 a	 web	 of	 interpersonal	 relationships	 depend.	 The	 presence	 of	






their	own	beliefs	but	also	 the	 integrity	of	 the	shared	reality	on	which	 their	




































































































































While	 ordinary	 material	 entities	 are	 structured	 by	 strongly	 spatially	
constrained	relations,	social	entities	are	not…	[The	latter]	depend	not	only	on	
spatial	 but	 also	 on	 intentional	 relations	 between	 their	 members.	 In	 other	















































































































































Causal	 mechanisms	 are	 processes	 that	 depend	 upon	 interactions	 between	
the	parts,	interactions	that	only	occur	when	those	parts	are	organized	in	the	
particular	 relations	 that	 constitutes	 them	 into	 wholes	 that	 possess	 this	
emergent	 property…	 Although	 emergent	 properties,	 and	 thus	 real	 causal	
powers,	 can	 therefore	 be	 explained,	 they	 cannot	 be	 explained	 away.	 They	



















































interpersonal	 networks	 and	 institutional	 organisations	 are	 assemblages	 of	
people;	 social	 justice	 movements	 are	 assemblages	 of	 several	 networked	
communities;	…	cities	are	assemblages	of	people,	networks,	organizations,	as	
well	 as	 of	 a	 variety	 of	 infrastructural	 components…	 [and]	nation-states	 are	



















national	 (or	 domestic)	 as	many	 opponents	 of	 neorealism	might	 argue,	 but	
that	 national	 (or	 domestic)	 and	 international	 are	 both	 emergent	 out	 of	
underlying	 social	 conditions.	 The	 task	 of	 the	 social	 theorist	 is	 to	make	 the	













































































































































































































Nonhuman	resources	 are	 objects,	 animate	 or	 inanimate,	 naturally	 occurring	
or	 manufactured,	 that	 can	 be	 used	 to	 enhance	 or	 maintain	 power;	 human	
resources	 are	 physical	 strength,	 dexterity,	 knowledge,	 and	 emotional	
commitments	 that	 can	 be	 used	 to	 enhance	 or	 maintain	 power,	 including	











































































































































































































































































































































































































































































is	 a	 fragile	 social	 construction	 in	 need	 of	 constant	 validation	 from	 others.	
Consequently,	 the	 existence	 of	 others	 who	 share	 ones	 worldview	 bolsters	
faith	in	that	world	view,	thus	increasing	its	effectiveness	as	an	anxiety	buffer,	
















tend	 to	 organize	 themselves	 in	 groups	 of	 people	 so	 that	 the	 similarity	 of	
people	within	groups	and	their	dissimilarity	across	groups	are	maximized…	
hence,	 as	 individuals	who	belong	 to	 the	 same	 subgroup	 of	 society	 and	 feel	
attached	to	each	other	communicate	about	political	 issues,	they	will	tend	to	
mutually	 adapt	 their	 cognitive-affective	 belief	 systems	 [to	 each	 other].	
Individuals	whose	views	are	 too	discrepant	 from	the	predominant	views	of	
the	group	will	be	motivated	to	split	from	the	group	and	rather	affiliate	with	
other	 people	 who	 think	 and	 feel	 more	 like	 themselves,	 to	 avoid	 the	




















to	 endorse	 and	 enforce	 the	 norm	 concerned	 and	 they	 have	 an	 expectation	
that	 the	 others	 will	 support	 them	 when	 they	 do	 so.	 In	 other	 words,	 the	






















































































































































































domains	 are	more	 than	 the	 sum	 of	 their	 individual	 technologies.	 They	 are	
coherent	wholes,	 families	of	devices,	methods,	and	practices,	whose	coming	
into	 being	 and	 development	 have	 a	 character	 that	 differs	 from	 that	 of	
individual	 technologies.	 They	 are	 not	 invented;	 they	 emerge,	 crystallizing	

































A	 novel	 technology	 emerges	 always	 from	 a	 cumulation	 of	 previous	







culmination	 of	 a	 progression	 of	 previous	 devices,	 inventions,	 and	





















It	 follows	 that	 a	 novel	 technology	 is	 not	 just	 a	 one-time	 disruption	 to	
equilibrium,	 it	 is	 a	 permanent	 ongoing	 generator	 and	 demander	 of	 further	
technologies	that	themselves	generate	and	demand	still	further	technologies.	
Notice	 again	 the	 self-reinforcing	 nature	 of	 this	 process.	 The	 result	 is	 not	
occasional	 disruption	but	 ongoing	waves	of	 disruption	 causing	disruptions,	






































































































































































when	 is	something	a	positively	valued	difference	and	when	 is	 it	 inequality?	
This	issue	lies	at	the	heart	of	many	disputes	about	what	constitutes	progress;	
what	to	some	is	a	reduction	of	a	negatively	valued	inequality,	to	others	might	
constitute	a	 reduction	 in	a	positively	valued	practice.	Rather	 than	 forcing	a	












The	 important	 question,	 however,	 is	 who,	 or	 what,	 possesses	 these	
[authoritative	 and	 allocative]	 capacities?	 Clearly,	 it	 is	 not	 individuals	 as	
individuals	that	possess	these	capabilities,	but	rather	 individuals	as	socially	
positioned	agents/actors,	or	 incumbents	of	social	positions.	 In	other	words,	
the	capability	 that	 is	derived	by	authority	or	allocation	 is	attached	to	social	
positions	 that	 are	 relationally	 defined	 and	 governed	 by	 rules.	 They	 are,	 in	















































puts	 into	 context	 the	 debates	 in	 IR	 about	 the	 nature	 and	 direction	 of	 the	
contemporary	 international	 system	which	 seems	 to	 contain	 elements	 of	 all	
three	forms,	with	the	dominant	segmentary	one	(territorial	states,	sovereign	
equality,	 anarchy)	 being	 questioned	 by	 both	 stratificatory	 elements	 (the	
return	 of	 empire,	 the	 privileged	 position	 of	 great	 powers,	 hegemony,	 core-































































































































































is	 the	same	mutation	as	 that	of	 international	 terrorist	organizations	 like	al-
Qaeda	or	Islamic	Jihad—or	for	that	matter,	of	activists	for	the	global	good	like	
the	 environmental	 movement	 of	 the	 World	 Social	 Forum.	 All	 have	 moved	
away	from	fixed	hierarchies	and	toward	decentralized	networks;	away	from	
controlling	leaders	and	toward	multiple,	loosely	linked,	dispersed	agents	and	




























































































































































































































































































































This	 diagram	 adapts	 Figure	 15	 (above)	 to	 highlight	 the	
interrelation	 of	 world	 order	 and	 violence	 with	 unit	








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































opting	 for	 outlawry,	 we	 have	 traded	 a	 world	 of	 interstate	 war	 for	 one	 of	
intrastate	war,	a	world	where	only	 the	strong	can	survive	 for	one	 in	which	
failed	states	can	survive	as	well…	The	decline	of	interstate	war	and	territorial	
aggression	by	the	New	World	Order	has	thus	led	to	a	corresponding	increase	








Shapiro	 and	 Hathaway,	 as	 well	 as	 Hironaka,	 argue	 that	 post-WWII	 international	 norms	 of	
decolonization,	 territorial	 integrity,	 and	 the	 prohibition	 of	 interstate	 wars	 set	 the	 parameters	 of	









































































Hironaka	 argues	 that	 world	 order	 features	 an	 institutional	 model	 of	 national	
statehood	that	diffused	to	post-colonial	states	(through	emulation	and	international	
assistance,	for	example)	that	were	unable	to	realize	it,	and	thus	remained	vulnerable	




















































































as	 colonies	 rebelled	against	empires	 to	gain	 independent	 statehood,	 and	as	post-colonial	








































































































along	ethnic	 lines	because	 low	state	capacity	and	weak	civil	 societies	made	
the	 establishment	 of	 encompassing	 networks	 of	 political	 alliances	 difficult.	





































































































































































































































































Kalyvas	 and	 Balcells	 argue	 that	 the	 technologies	 of	 rebellion	 provided	 to	 (or	
withheld	from)	client	governments	and	insurgencies	shape	the	type	of	civil	war	in	














One	 weakness	 of	 previous	 approaches	 has	 been	 that	 the	 analyses	 have	
remained	 state-centered	 and	 oriented	 solely	 toward	 conflicts	 between	
	 181	
governments	and	rebel	groups.	However,	 in	areas	of	 limited	statehood,	one	
can	 assume	neither	 the	presence	of	 a	 state	with	 a	 fully	 functioning	 regular	
army	 nor	 a	 dyadic	 conflict	 structure	 (state	 versus	 rebel	 groups).	 Instead,	
these	areas	are	characterized	by	the	fact	that	the	state’s	control	of	the	use	of	







































































































































































































































































Genocide	 has	 two	 phases:	 one,	 destruction	 of	 the	 national	 pattern	 of	 the	
oppressed	 group;	 the	 other,	 the	 imposition	 of	 the	 national	 pattern	 of	 the	
oppressor.	 This	 imposition,	 in	 turn,	 may	 be	 made	 upon	 the	 oppressed	






































































































































































































































































Industrialized	 states	 have	 reacted	 to	 the	 rapidly	 increasing	 human	 and	
economic	costs	of	warfare	by	concluding	that	the	possible	benefits	of	warfare	













































































































































































very	 lives	 lived	by	privileged	citizens	of	 secure	Western	democracies	 (with	
access	 to	 resources,	 technology,	 food,	 education,	healthcare,	 transportation,	
insurance,	 etc.)	 is	 possible	 (and	 increasingly	more	 so)	 only	 in	 so	 far	 as	we	





















































































































































































































































the	 aim	 of	 the	 colonizer	 was	 not	 just	 to	 defeat	 military	 forces	 but	 also	 to	
annex	territory	and	rule	over	a	foreign	people.	War	aims	were	not	limited,	as	
they	 customarily	 were	 in	 intra-European	 wars;	 they	 were	 absolute…	
[Consequently],	 the	colonizer	often	ended	up	waging	war	against	 the	entire	















































meant	 that	 states	 no	 longer	 needed	 to	 control	 territory	 to	 access	markets.	
States	that	once	maintained	enormous	empires	to	extract	resources	through	
privileged	trading	relationships	could	now	gain	the	benefits	of	trade	without	
the	 costs	 of	 controlling	 far-flung	 territories…	 Raw	 commodities,	 once	















































was	 a	 continuation	 of	 colonialism	 through	 slightly	 different	 means.	 As	 a	
	 211	
process	 of	 conflict,	 it	 centered	 on	 control	 and	 domination,	 primarily	 in	
ideological	 terms.	 The	 methods	 of	 the	 superpowers	 and	 their	 local	 allies	
were	 remarkably	 similar	 to	 those	honed	during	 the	 last	phase	of	European	
colonialism:	 giant	 social	 and	 economic	 projects,	 bringing	 promises	 of	
modernity	to	their	supporters	and	mostly	death	to	their	opponents	or	those	
who	happened	to	get	in	the	way	of	progress…	These	methods	were	centered	
















In	 a	 reversal	 of	 the	 colonial	 policy	 of	 denying	 modern	 weaponry	 to	 the	
periphery,	 the	 pursuit	 of	 rival	 political	 agendas	 by	 the	 two	 superpowers,	
abetted	 by	 some	 former	 colonial	 powers	 and,	 after	 1949,	 by	 the	 state	












































































perhaps	what	was	most	 unique	 to	 this	 period	was	 the	 type	 of	 nation-state	
that	 emerged	 in	 much	 of	 the	 ‘developing	 world’:	 an	 undemocratic,	
authoritarian,	 if	not	military,	ruling	structure	committed	 in	varying	degrees	
to	 building	 a	 developmental	 nation-state…	 the	 superpowers	 sought	 to	
preserve	 or	 acquiesce	 in	 the	 dominant	 groups	 that	 had	 formed	 the	 client	
nation-state,	 often	 because	 any	 change	 or	 destabilization	might	 strengthen	





























light	 infantry	weapons	 such	as	 the	AK-47	assault	 rifle,	mortars	 and	 rocket-
propelled	 grenades	 transformed	 the	 military	 balance	 between	 core	 and	
periphery.	 These	 weapons	 were	 simple	 to	 maintain	 and	 use.	 Their	
widespread	 availability,	 along	 with	 the	 spread	 of	 tactics	 and	 training	 for	
deploying	 them,	 increased	 the	 difficulty	 for	 outside	 powers	 of	 holding	
territory	against	determined	local	opposition…	Although	the	core	retained	a	






























































The	 physical	 destruction	 wrought	 by	 industrial-scale	 warfare,	 confiscatory	
taxation,	 government	 intervention	 in	 the	 economy,	 inflation,	 disruption	 to	
global	flows	of	goods	and	capital,	and	other	factors	all	combined	to	wipe	out	
elites’	 wealth	 and	 redistribute	 resources.	 They	 also	 served	 as	 a	 uniquely	
powerful	 catalyst	 for	 equalizing	policy	 change,	 providing	powerful	 impetus	
to	franchise	extensions,	unionization,	and	the	expansion	of	the	welfare	state.	
The	 shocks	 of	 the	 world	 wars	 led	 to	 what	 is	 known	 as	 the	 ‘Great	


























Neoliberalism	 sees	 competition	 as	 the	 defining	 characteristic	 of	 human	
relations…	 Inequality	 is	 recast	 as	 virtuous:	 a	 reward	 for	 utility	 and	 a	
generator	of	wealth,	which	trickles	down	to	enrich	everyone.	Efforts	to	create	















































































































































































































distributional	 shifts,	 new	 forms	 of	 insecurity,	 and	 external	 shocks	 demand	
strong,	 coherent	 states	 to	 take	 decisive	 defensive	 actions	 and	 mediate	
domestic	 conflicts;	 yet	 these	 new	 tensions,	 combined	 with	 externally	
influenced	 austerity	 programmes	 and	 anti-state	 ideologies,	 challenge	 the	
legitimacy	 and	 coherence	 of	 already	weak	 states.	 The	 rise	 of	 tensions	 and	
grievances,	 coupled	with	 an	 increasingly	 ineffective	 and	 unpopular	 regime,	















































































instances	 of	 a	 much	 larger	 phenomenon:	 the	 globalization	 of	 a	 particular	
model	of	domestic	governance—liberal	market	democracy—from	the	core	to	
the	periphery	of	the	international	system…	Without	exception,	peacebuilding	
missions	 in	 the	 post-Cold	 War	 period	 have	 attempted	 to	 ‘transplant’	 the	
values	and	institutions	of	the	liberal	democratic	core	into	the	domestic	affairs	
of	peripheral	host	states…	[L]ike	European	colonialism	a	hundred	years	ago,	










the	 great	 imperial	 narrative	 in	 which	 ‘we’	 are	 civilized,	 peace-loving,	
democratic,	 humanitarian,	 virtuous,	 benevolent,	 and	 ‘they’	 are	 uncivilized,	
violent,	 irrational,	backwards,	dangerous,	oppressed,	and	must	therefore	be	




















it	 is	 the	 prerogative	 of	 the	 Security	 Council	 to	 authorize	 United	 Nations	
peacekeeping	operations	to	undertake	enforcement	tasks,	including	targeted	
offensive	operations,	and	that	it	has	done	so	in	the	past,	as	in	Somalia	in	1993	
and	 in	 the	 Democratic	 Republic	 of	 the	 Congo	 in	 2013.	 Those	 mandates	
































In	 nearly	 50	 conflict	 zones	 around	 the	 world,	 some	 one	 and	 a	 half	 billion	
people	live	under	the	threat	of	violence.	In	many	of	these	places,	the	primary	
























































































Ranging	 from	 Latin	 America	 to	 Asia,	 gangs	 have	 become	 a	 social	 model,	
especially	for	young	people,	where	being	a	member	of	a	gang	defines	identity	
and	status	within	 the	community…	While	 their	 role	 is	 recognized	and	 their	
autonomy	 respected	 by	 some,	 they	 consolidate	 their	 control	 over	 society	













Responses	 to	 urban	 crime	 have	 increasingly	 come	 to	 approximate	 urban	
warfare.	 From	Colombia’s	Medellin	 to	 Jamaica’s	Kingston	 to	Brazil’s	Rio	de	
Janeiro	 to	 Mexico’s	 Ciudad	 Juarez,	 governments	 have	 resorted	 to	 using	
heavily	armed	police	or	actual	military	forces	to	retake	territories	[in]	urban	










Climate	 change	 will	 have	 devastating	 consequences	 for	 people	 in	 poverty.	
Even	 under	 the	 best-case	 scenario,	 hundreds	 of	 millions	 will	 face	 food	
insecurity,	forced	migration,	disease,	and	death.	Climate	change	threatens	the	



















Perversely,	 the	 richest,	 who	 have	 the	 greatest	 capacity	 to	 adapt	 and	 are	
responsible	for	and	have	benefitted	from	the	vast	majority	of	greenhouse	gas	
emissions,	 will	 be	 the	 best	 placed	 to	 cope	 with	 climate	 change,	 while	 the	
poorest,	 who	 have	 contributed	 the	 least	 to	 emissions	 and	 have	 the	 least	
capacity	 to	 react,	will	 be	 the	most	 harmed.	 The	poorest	 half	 of	 the	world’s	
population—3.5	billion	people—is	responsible	for	just	10	percent	of	carbon	














































































































































































































































































































































































































are	 likely	 to	 become	 more	 like	 a	 business	 than	 a	 war	 in	 the	 sense	 that,	








































Large	 segments	 of	 people	 that	 are	 economically,	 culturally,	 and	 politically	
disenfranchised	 around	 the	 world	 do	 not	 recognize	 themselves	 in	 the	
triumphant	 values	 of	 cosmopolitan	 conquerors…	 and	 so	 they	 turn	 to	 their	


































































































































governance…	 [IS]’s	 leaders	 are	 trying	 to	 systemically	 eradicate	 the	 existing	
social	 order	 and	 replace	 it	 with	 a	 new	 moral	 and	 religious	 system	 that	
incorporates	 the	 rules	 of	 seventh-century	 Arabia	 into	 today’s	 twenty-first-
century	society.	
																																																								
275	Weiss	and	Hassan	(2015:	xvi)	assert	that	with	its	June	2014	declaration	of	the	caliphate,	ISIS	“destroyed	
the	boundaries	of	contemporary	nation-states	and	proclaimed	itself	the	restorer	of	a	lost	Islamic	Empire.”		
	 249	
	
Territorial	control	enabled	IS	to	cleanse	the	populations	under	its	rule	by	waging	
genocidal	violence	against	Shia	(who	are	believed	to	practice	a	corrupted	form	of	Islam),	
apostates,	and	dissenters.	Through	pledges	of	loyalty	by	other	salafi	jiadist	groups,	the	
Islamic	State	also	boasts	provinces	in	Egypt,	Saudi	Arabia,	Nigeria	(Boko	Haram),	
Afghanistan,	Yemen,	and	the	Caucasus	(Blanchard	and	Humud,	2017:	21-25),	though	the	
depth	and	significance	of	these	ties	remains	uncertain.	
The	rise	and	continued	appeal	of	the	Islamic	State	stems	significantly	from	its	
mastery	of	digital	media.	Information	and	Communications	technology	offer	an	effective	
vector	to	inspire,	indoctrinate,	and	train,	disenfranchised	Muslims	from	around	the	world,	
encouraging	them	to	fight	for	armed	groups	in	the	Middle	East	or	carry	out	attacks	against	
Western	targets	(Rogers,	2017:	47).276	Alongside	its	dissemination	of	books,	lectures,	
audio,	and	deft	videos	over	the	internet,	IS	has	excelled	especially	in	the	use	of	Facebook	
and	Twitter	(Stern	and	Berger,	2015:	72-3,	106).	Such	propaganda	appeals	especially	to	
youth	impressed	by	violence,	ideological	clarity,	and	adventure.	Jessica	Stern	and	J.	M.	
Berger	(2015:	290)	stress	that	social	media	in	particular	creates	unique	“capabilities	for	
self-organizing	around	content…	[and]	empowers	people	who	hold	fringe	ideas	to	discover	
and	connect	with	each	other	in	ways	that	were	never	possible	before.”	communication	
tools	that	can	receive,	transmit,	and	compute	can	create	a	‘smart	mob’	by	enabling	large	
numbers	of	densely	connected	people	who	do	not	yet	know	each	other	to	nonetheless	act	
in	concert	(ibid:	71).	
International	interventions	and	local	opposition	have	largely	routed	the	Islamic	
State	as	a	territorial	empire,	but	the	organization	persists	as	a	transnational	identity	
movement	increasingly	focused	on	the	‘far	enemy’	(Western	powers)	and	employing	
terrorist	violence.277	These	attacks	target	sites	linked	symbolically	to	global	modernity	in	
ways	intended	to	create	worldwide	media	spectacle	and	pervasive	panic.	In	itself	this	
																																																								
276	Online	recruitment	is	generally	part	of	a	process	that	also	involves	face-to-face	meetings,	hands-on	
training,	and	connections	to	terrorist	groups	through	friends	and	family.	But	online	media	alone	can	inspire	
self-indoctrination	and	spur	‘lone	wolf’	attacks.		
277	Following	the	onset	of	American	airstrikes	in	2014,	ISIS	spokesman	Adnani	implored	supporters	in	
Western	countries	to	kill	Westerners	in	any	way	they	can	(Gerges,	2016:	230).	Gerges	further	notes:	“As	ISIS	
loses	ground	in	Iraq	and	Syria,	the	group	will	attempt	to	use	spectacular	attacks	on	foreign	targets	to	divert	
attention	from	military	setbacks	and	reinforce	its	narrative	of	invincibility”	(ibid:	250).		
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violence	is	not	and	has	never	been	an	existential	threat	to	the	West;	to	become	so,	
terrorists	would	have	to	acquire	and	successfully	deploy	not	just	weapons	of	mass	
destruction,	but	arsenals	of	them.	The	efficacy	of	present	jihadi	terrorism,	however,	lies	not	
in	its	direct	violence	so	much	as	in	the	image	of	violence;	it	generates	an	immediate	and	
widespread	sense	of	threat	that	is	vastly	disproportional	to	the	actual	capacity	of	these	
networks,	exacerbating	fears	that	an	attack	could	happen	at	anytime,	in	any	place.	In	this	
way,	salafi	jihadist	terror	aims	to	provoke	over-reaction	in	the	form	of	ill-advised	policy	
responses	that	reinforce	the	extremists’	narrative	about	the	Western	crusade	against	
Islam.278	
A	second	purpose	of	this	terrorist	violence	is	to	demonstrate	the	strength	of	the	
salafi	jihadist	movement	in	an	attempt	to	inspire	Muslims	everywhere	to	rise	up	and	join	it.	
In	this	aim,	IS	represents	a	post-al	Qaeda	generation	of	jihadists	that	emphasize	shock	and	
awe	over	theology.	“For	them,	shock	value,	slaughter,	and	blood	speak	louder	than	words”	
(Gerges,	2016:	90).	Images	of	violence	are	today	a	strategy	of	armed	conflict	as	contenders	
seek	to	influence	a	mass	audience,	whether	by	inciting	terror	or	capturing	imaginations	
(Münkler,	2005:	28,	129-30).	Joseph	Nye	(2011:	19)	thus	argues	that	in	“an	information	
age,	communications	strategies	become	more	important,	and	outcomes	are	shaped	not	
merely	by	whose	army	wins	but	also	by	whose	story	wins.”	Similarly,	a	member	of	the	
Islamic	State’s	media	team	proposes:	“This	is	a	war	of	ideologies	as	much	as	it	is	a	physical	
war.	And	just	as	the	physical	war	must	be	fought	on	the	battlefield,	so	too	must	the	
ideological	war	be	fought	in	the	media”	(quoted	in	Stern	and	Berger,	2015:	147).	Clashing	
worldviews	are	indeed	at	the	heart	of	this	global	conflict.	“Given	the	deeply	embedded	
nature	of	those	views,	with	the	Western	outlook	perceiving	threats	from	the	barbarian	
margins	but	so	many	in	those	margins	seeing	the	West	as	always	willing	to	use	force	to	
preserve	its	privilege,	we	have	a	dangerous	prospect	of	persistent	conflict”	(Rogers,	2017:	
87).			
																																																								
278	On	this	note,	Hamid	and	Atran	(2015)	argue:	“The	shock	produced	by	the	multiple	coordinated	attacks	in	
Paris	on	Friday—the	scenes	of	bloodshed	in	the	streets,	the	outrage	against	Islamic	extremism	among	the	
public,	and	French	President	Fancois	Holland’s	vow	to	me	‘merciless’	in	the	fight	against	the	‘barbarians	of	
the	Islamic	State’—is,	unfortunately,	precisely	what	ISIS	intended.	For	the	greater	the	hostility	toward	
Muslims	in	Europe	and	the	deeper	the	West	becomes	involved	in	military	action	in	the	Middle	East,	the	closer	
ISIS	comes	to	its	goal	of	creating	and	managing	chaos.”		
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Terrorist	violence,	finally,	also	serves	to	consolidate	commitment	to	the	salafi	
jihadist	identity	and	ideology.	“What	many	in	the	international	community	regard	as	acts	of	
senseless,	horrific	violence	are	to	IS’s	followers	part	of	an	exalted	campaign	of	purification	
through	sacrificial	killing	and	self-immolation”	(Hamid	and	Atran,	2015).	Assaf	Moghadam	
(2008:	73-74)	explains	that	“Salafi	jihadists	believe	that	suicide	operations	against	‘infidels’	
and	‘apostates’…	represent	the	ultimate	form	of	devotion	to	God	and	the	optimal	way	to	
wage	jihad.	They	present	jihad	and	self-sacrifice	as	the	antithesis	to	everything	the	West	
stands	for.”279	Terrorist	violence	represents	an	act	of	devotion,	“a	good	way	to	‘do	good’	or	
to	‘be	good’”	(Stern,	2003a:	5).	It	consolidates	fundamentalist	identity,	demonstrates	
ideological	commitment,	and	secures	a	place	in	heaven.	Violence	is	not	(or	not	merely)	an	
instrumental	means	to	an	end,	as	‘war’	is	generally	understood;	violence	is	a	sacred	end	in	
itself.		
Many	hope	that	IS	has	been	defeated,	but	the	group	is	just	the	timeliest	
manifestation	of	a	globally	minded	identity	movement.	(And	indeed,	the	latter	is	just	one	
example	of	reactionary	fundamentalism	rising	in	opposition	to	global	cosmopolitan	
modernity).	Gerges	(2016:	291)	notes	that	salafi	jihadism	is	a	“traveling	ideology…	[that]	
has	evolved	into	a	powerful	social	movement	with	a	repertoire	of	ideas,	iconic	leaders,	
worldwide	supporters,	theorists,	preachers,	and	networks	of	recruiters	and	enablers”	that	
will	persist	even	if	IS	disappears.280		
Even	more	broadly,	Paul	Rogers	(2017:	x,	152)	argues	that	“groups	such	as	IS	and	al-
Qaeda	should	be	seen	not	only	as	threats	in	their	own	right	but	also	as	markers	for	the	
kinds	of	conflict	that	will	increase	in	frequency	and	intensity”	as	the	world	moves	“into	an	
era	of	revolts	from	the	margins.”281	A	core	feature	of	such	a	scenario	is	“the	ability	of	
movements	from	the	margins	to	challenge	the	worlds	strongest	and	best-resourced	
																																																								
279	Similarly,	Stern	refers	to	“a	distorted	and	destructive	interpretation	of	Islam,	which	asserts	that	killing	
innocents	is	a	way	to	worship	God”	(2010:	108).	
280	Hamid	and	Atran	echo	this	point,	positing	that	“even	if	ISIS	is	destroyed,	its	message	could	still	captivate	
many	in	coming	generations.”	They	further	caution	that	Western	governments	and	analysts	underestimate	at	
their	own	peril	the	ideological	and	emotional	appeal	of	this	message.		
281	Rogers	(2017:	152)	contends	that	“the	way	in	which	[the	Islamic	State]	has	spread	and	evolved	into	a	
transnational	movement	should	be	seen	as	an	instance	of	a	phenomenon	that	is	likely	to	be	repeated	in	the	
future,	perhaps	in	very	different	circumstances	that	stretch	far	beyond	the	Middle	East.”	
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military	powers.”	A	second	is	the	tendency	of	the	powerful	to	rely	upon	military	responses	
that	are	not	only	ineffective,	but	exacerbate	the	conflict	and	its	violence	(ibid).			
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How	do	changes	in	world	order	reshape	the	nature	of	violent	conflict?	The	first	chapter	of	
this	thesis	argued	that	existing	approaches	to	violent	conflict	–	particularly	International	
Relations	and	Comparative	Politics	–	are	ill	suited	to	address	this	question	because	they	do	
not	employ	sufficiently	systemic	ontologies.	International	Relations	theory	treats	units	
exogenously,	struggles	to	conceive	systems	change,	and	places	the	dubious	concept	of	
anarchy	at	the	centre	of	explanation.	The	Comparative	Politics	literature	tends	to	attribute	
civil	war	to	domestic	causes	while	ignoring	the	broader	context	of	world	order.	Even	the	
keystone	concept	of	war,	and	its	associated	dichotomy	of	interstate	and	intrastate	wars,	
fails	to	encompass	the	variety	of	violence	and	conflict	observed	in	world	order	today.	At	the	
same	time,	various	authors	have	recently	identified	key	macrotrends	in	organized	violence	
and	begun	to	link	them	to	world	order,	exposing	the	need	for	new	forms	of	systemic	
explanation.		
Chapter	Two	provided	the	foundations	for	such	analysis	by	developing	an	ontology	
of	world	order	based	in	complex	systems	thinking.	Distinguishing	between	order,	systems,	
and	structure,	it	depicted	world	order	as	a	system	whose	core	structures	are	emergent	
properties.	More	specifically,	Chapter	Two	elaborated	several	key	premises:			
	
• The	elements	of	social	structure	are	shared	beliefs	(elements	of	worldviews),	rules	
(elements	of	institutions),	and	procedures	(elements	of	technology).	These	elements	
combine	to	form	the	(changing)	schemata	of	individuals	(as	suggested	by	the	
Complex	Adaptive	Systems	literature).		
• Well-defined,	widely	understood,	and	actively	enforced	sets	of	beliefs,	rules,	and	
procedures	create,	through	the	process	of	structuration,	emergent	collective	social	
actors	(such	as	classes,	ethnic	identities,	corporations,	civil	society	groups,	political	
parties,	governments,	etc.)	with	collective	agency.	These	shared	schemata	(or	
schematic	‘modules’)	constrain	individual	behaviours	in	ways	that	enable	collective	
causal	powers.	Emergent	social	agents	require	both	a	significant	degree	of	ideational	
coherence	and	supportive	material	flows.		
• Collective	social	actors	are	also	shaped,	reproduced,	and	transformed	through	their	
relations	to	other	social	actors.	The	interaction	of	actors	with	particular	identities,	
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interests,	and	capacities	creates	a	structure	of	incentives	and	meaning	that	grants	
actors	different	roles,	rights,	and	responsibilities,	so	that	their	interactions	tend	to	
reproduce	(through	negative	feedbacks)	that	very	structure	of	incentives	and	
meaning,	and	actors’	corresponding	identities,	interests,	values,	and	capacities.	In	
some	cases,	positive	feedbacks	transform	actors’	identities,	interests,	values,	and	
capacities	through	their	relations	(in	processes	of	competition	and	learning,	for	
example).		
• Social	actors	may	become	so	integrated	and	coordinated	in	their	interactions	that	
they	constitute	a	higher-level	social	actor	(as	different	organizations	of	a	society	
constitute	a	state,	for	example).	In	this	way,	social	actors	can	aggregate	to	higher-
scales	with	novel	emergent	powers	arising	from	the	relational	structure	of	smaller	
scale	social	agents.		
• Beliefs,	rules,	and	procedures,	when	widely	shared,	form	supra-agential	schematic	
assemblages	(worldviews,	institutions,	and	technologies,	respectively)	that	feature	
endogenous	dynamics	of	persistence	and	change,	and	exercise	causal	power	within	
world	order.	Worldviews,	institutions,	and	technologies	are	emergent	social	entities	
in	themselves,	and	provide	the	elements	(beliefs,	rules,	and	procedures)	that	
constitute	collective	agents.		
	
These	premises	enable	truly	systemic	analysis	of	world	order	by	highlighting	unit	
formation	(itself	an	emergent	phenomenon	involving	intrinsic	and	relational	properties	
alongside	processes	of	unit,	vertical,	and	functional	differentiation),	interaction	capacity	
(the	character	of	interconnectivity),	and	emergent	schematic	assemblages	(worldviews,	
institutions,	and	technologies).		
This	complex	systems	approach	to	world	order	offers	manifold	‘value	added’.		Most	
importantly,	it	emphasizes	emergence	as	a	distinctively	dense	and	recursive	form	of	
causality	that	generates,	maintains,	and	transforms	social	structure.	Collective	agents,	
relations,	and	schematic	assemblages	are	all	emergent	features	of	world	order.	This	
approach	conceives	social	structure	as	something	constantly	in	process	rather	than	a	reified	
object,	and	can	therefore	countenance	change,	as	well	as	persistence.	Further,	the	emergent	
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nature	of	social	structure	suggests	a	layered	reality	in	which	the	emergence	of	entities	at	
one	scale	creates	the	potential	for	even	greater	complexity	and	surprising	novelty	to	
emerge	at	a	higher	scale.	Quantitative	increases	in	the	density	of	interactions	can	produce	
qualitative	change	to	organizational	forms.		
Finally,	the	conception	of	social	structure	as	emergent	highlights	its	ideational	and	
material	bases.	On	the	one	hand,	social	structure	resides	in	the	shared	schemata	of	
individual	agents	as	a	collection	of	various	elements	(beliefs,	rules,	and	procedures,	
assembled	into	worldviews,	institutions	and	technologies,	respectively).	On	the	other	hand,	
social	structure	has	a	fundamentally	material	basis	insofar	as	agents’	practice	of	their	
schemata	requires	continuous	flows	of	matter	and	energy	to	sustain	them	far	from	
thermodynamic	equilibrium.		
Chapter	Three	answers	the	core	question	of	this	thesis	by	applying	its	systemic	
ontology	to	theorize	the	coevolution	of	violent	conflict	and	world	order.	It	argued	that	the	
structure	of	world	order	creates	three	sets	of	systems-level	conflicts	(of	unit	
differentiation,	vertical	differentiation	at	the	top,	and	vertical	differentiation	from	top	to	
bottom)	that	erupt	into	violence	of	a	distinctive	character	depending	on	the	broader	
features	of	world	order	(worldviews,	institutions,	technologies,	and	interaction	capacity).	
Violent	conflict	alters	these	key	features	of	world	order,	which	in	turn	alter	the	nature	of	
violent	conflict.	The	analysis	elucidated	the	mechanisms	by	which	systems	and	units	
constitute	one	another	and	drive	their	coevolution	forward.	This	framework	helped	to	
explain	several	major	trends:	the	post-WWII	decline	of	imperial	wars	and	interstate	wars,	
the	corresponding	rise	in	wars	of	national	liberation	and	their	tendency	to	produce	civil	
war,	the	prominence	of	genocide	and	politicide	within	these	‘wars’,	the	post-Cold	War	
growth	of	liberal	internationalist	interventions,	the	decline	of	civil	war,	and	the	continuing	
expansion	of	global	containment	measures.		
Chapter	Four	emphasized	the	links	between	globalization	and	violent	conflict	by	
examining	the	rise	of	organized	crime	and	reactionary	fundamentalist	identities.	It	
supports	Mary	Kaldor’s	contention	that	globalization	is	(at	least	in	some	instances)	
reshaping	the	nature	of	violent	conflict,	but	maintains	that	cases	of	drug	violence	in	Mexico,	
illicit	mining	in	DRC,	and	transnational	salafist	terrorism	are	much	better	examples	of	
novelty	than	her	depiction	of	‘new	wars’	in	Bosnia,	Afghanistan,	and	Iraq.	In	many	ways,	the	
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latter	cases	remain	centred	on	the	capture	of	the	state,	using	violence	still	recognizable	as	
war,	exhibiting	much	continuity	with	other	wars	of	the	Post-WWII	order.	The	cases	
examined	in	Chapter	Four	of	this	thesis,	in	contrast,	confound	basic	notions	of	war	and	
challenge	the	organizing	logic	of	statehood.			
The	account	developed	in	Chapters	Three	and	Four	yields	a	number	of	important	
insights	on	the	intersection	of	violence,	conflict,	and	order.	Perhaps	the	most	significant	
contribution	of	this	thesis	is	to	demonstrate	that	unit	formation	(and	transformation)	are	
systems-level	concerns	that	help	explain	trends	in	violent	conflict	by	relating	them	to	the	
broader	structures	of	world	order.	‘Unit-level’	versus	‘systems-level’	explanation	
represents	a	false	dichotomy.	A	key	value-added	of	complexity	thinking	is	its	ability	to	
countenance	units	as	dynamic,	emergent	structures	that	constitute	a	larger	system	with	
emergent	properties	that	in	turn	reshape	units	and	their	relations.	A	key	theme	of	the	
analysis	above	is	that	violent	conflict	can	act	as	an	important	driver	of	the	formation,	
differentiation,	and	transformation	of	both	units	and	systems,	as	well	as	their	destruction.		
Second,	this	thesis	reveals	several	ways	in	which	common	conceptions	of	‘war’	(and	
its	various	sub-categorizations)	fail	to	capture	highly	consequential	instances	of	violent	
conflict.	The	concept	remains	highly	state-centric,	hides	from	view	the	prevalence	of	
genocide	and	democide	within	wars,	and	poorly	grasps	some	of	the	most	brutal	instances	
of	contemporary	violent	conflict,	including	drug	violence	in	Mexico,	reactionary	
fundamentalist	violence,	and	extensive	urban	insecurity.	The	account	argued	that	common	
systemic	causes	operate	in	violent	conflicts	typically	studied	in	isolation,	such	as	
international	war	and	civil	war.	It	also	revealed	long-term	continuities	(as	well	as	
transformations)	in	the	nature	of	violent	conflict	as	it	co-evolves	with	world	order	to	create	
path	dependencies	alongside	opportunities	and	constraints	for	change.	
Finally,	this	thesis	suggests	that	there	may	be	certain	‘trade	offs’	in	the	relationship	
between	world	order	and	violent	conflict.	Features	of	world	order	that	help	prevent	one	
type	of	violent	conflict	may	yet	create	vulnerabilities	to	another	kind	of	violent	conflict.	The	
pacification	involved	in	statebuilding,	for	example,	reduced	homicides	and	the	proportion	
of	people	who	die	in	international	wars,	but	concentrated	the	potential	for	democide	by	
government.	The	prohibition	of	interstate	wars	and	commitment	to	existing	borders	have	
increased	the	risk	of	civil	war	and	other	forms	of	mass	violence	by	fostering	volatile	and	
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vulnerable	forms	of	statehood	in	the	post-colonial	world.	The	decline	of	formal	empires	
and	their	wars	of	conquest	produced	different	sorts	of	north-south	relations	that	included	
distinctive	international	interventions	and	proxy	wars.	And	the	global	economic	
integration	that	helps	pacify	relations	among	great	powers	and	wealthy	countries	also	
facilitates	transnational	organized	crime,	exacerbates	inequalities,	generates	social	
dislocations,	and	is	predicated	on	the	continued	mass	consumption	that	drives	climate	
change	as	a	growing	source	of	conflict.		
If	violent	conflict	really	does	arise	from	systemic	forces,	then	much	of	contemporary	
policy	and	practice	is	misguided	in	its	focus	on	particular	countries,	treating	symptoms	but	
not	causes.	As	climate	change	intensifies,	the	risk	is	that	such	measures	will	attempt	to	
quarantine	instability	but	generate	more	complex	forms	of	violence	in	the	process.	This	
thesis	is	ultimately	an	attempt	–	and	a	risky	one	at	that	–	to	break	out	of	extant	paradigms	
and	generate	new	thinking	for	a	more	just,	peaceful,	and	sustainable	future.			
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Glossary:		
	
	
Complex	Adaptive	System:	collection	of	agents	that	each	possess	a	schema	–	a	set	of	rules	
that	create	an	internal	model	of	the	world	–	and	in	interaction	with	each	other	and	the	
environment,	face	selective	pressures	insofar	as	some	agents	are	more	fit	than	others.	
Selection	may	also	operate	upon	individual	schematic	rules	insofar	as	self-conscious	agents	
evaluate	and	alter	their	own	schemata	(through	processes	such	as	learning,	emulation,	and	
trial	and	error).		
	
Conflict:	the	incompatibility	of	valued	ends	pursued	by	social	actors,	which	may	span	from	
a	‘clash	of	interests’	within	commonly	accepted	rules	(competition)	to	deeper	divergences	
in	basic	values	and	worldviews	that	preclude	any	common	ground.			
	
Democide:	the	deliberate	killing	of	a	segment	or	segments	of	a	civilian	(non-combatant)	
population.	The	term	includes	genocide	and	ethnic	cleansing	(mass	killing	of	people	of	a	
certain	race,	religion,	ethnicity,	or	nationality)	as	well	as	politicide	(mass	killing	of	people	
holding	particular	political	views).		
	
Ecosphere:	the	totality	of	living	organisms	and	the	media	in	which	they	live	(air,	water,	
soil,	and	sediment)	on	earth.	The	ecosphere	is	here	treated	as	the	broader	environment	in	
which	world	order	(as	a	system)	exists.		
	
Emergence:	the	process	by	which	the	decentralized	interactions	of	elements	produce	
novel,	higher-level	properties	(behaviours,	capabilities,	or	entities)	different	from	those	of	
the	constituent	units.		
	
Globalization:	The	increasingly	numerous	rapid,	diverse,	and	intensified	connections	that	
stretch	human	activities	to	the	global	scale.		
	
Institutions:	Collections	of	jointly	understood	rules	of	appropriate	social	behaviour.	They	
include	formal	rules	(constitutions,	laws,	and	contracts),	informal	rules	(customs	and	
norms),	and	mechanisms	of	enforcement.	Constitutive	rules	define	the	‘things’	that	are	
governed	(such	as	private	property	or	personhood)	while	regulative	rules	specify	they	
ways	in	which	things	can,	must,	and/or	cannot	properly	relate.	A	mixture	of	constitutive	
and	regulative	rules	can	create	organizational	roles	that	specify	an	actor’s	identity	and	
rights	and	responsibilities	in	relation	to	others.		
	
Ontology:	the	study	of	the	fundamental	components	–	the	most	basic	‘things’	–	that	
constitute	reality.	Ontology	represents	the	premises	or	assumptions	(often	implicit)	upon	
which	theories	are	based.		
	
Order:	a	state	of	affairs	that	exhibits	regular	patterns	of	behaviour	over	time.	(See	also:	
World	Order).		
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Structure:	most	generally,	structure	encompasses	‘things’	and	the	persistent	relationships	
between	things,	as	two	sides	of	the	same	coin	insofar	as	things	are	constituted	by	the	
relationships	between	smaller	scale	things.	More	specifically,	system	structure	refers	in	
this	thesis	to	the	dense	and	recursive	causal	relationships	that	generate	emergent	
properties.	Structure	is	an	emergent	phenomenon.	
	
System:	a	collection	of	interrelated	elements	whose	interconnections	produce	collective	
behaviours,	or	some	sort	of	whole,	that	persists	through	time.	(See	also:	Complex	Adaptive	
System).		
	
Technologies:	collections	of	procedures	that	transform	matter,	energy,	and	information	
(harness	natural	phenomena)	to	fulfill	human	purposes.	Technologies	involve	‘hardware’	–	
an	essential	connection	to	the	physical	world	represented	as	a	natural	law	or	regularity	–	
and	‘software’	–	the	individual	and	social	actions	required	to	apply	a	captured	phenomenon	
to	a	specific	task.		
	
Violence:	actions	intended	to	physically	harm	(or	kill)	another	person	or	persons.		
	
World	Order:	what	social	organization	exists	at	the	largest,	most	encompassing	scale	of	
human	interaction.	Throughout	most	of	human	history,	world	order	consisted	of	multiple,	
scarcely	connected,	regional	orders	–	a	plurality	of	worlds.	Over	the	last	few	centuries,	
however,	world	order	has	become	planetary	in	scale	and	incorporates	virtually	all	of	
humanity.		
	
Worldviews:	Collections	of	fundamental	beliefs	about	the	physical	and	moral	nature	of	
existence.	More	specifically,	worldviews	include	beliefs	about	how	the	world	is	(lay	
ontology),	how	the	world	should	be	(ideology),	and	a	person’s	place	within	the	world	
(identity).		
	
	
	
	
